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qTfaw qa iw 
^rftr^FTT 

tr$fMt, 24 ^trrf, 1995 

fcppr ; — tftq 5RtTT^t WTTO Jj;tr % 3, 4, 5 

?rs?t«frRft (ifrnpfto) % wmg 

ttw/NY jTfq-srfNpr fawq 

tf. 9 / 10 / 94 ——tr^ 1982 Jr cpTr 
qHTtfaq tflTTTSpP ffnti CTfijfaqW, 197 5 (i'rtiaisft 

tftjmjw £ftsi (tpt ^ ’5^ 

qfqftw vjgq? 4?t q^qw, faafro gqr tnr^T sfrr wltr 

qq faq'TOl) fqqMiq^ft, 198 5 W Utl'l Jf <49 rl 

J’L 

qwnft gqrq 

2 . gw fwwwfr % ?Rm qforrfw ^tDtct 
infawft (faJr sttir qifawfr w%j wtftt) $ 

tppft PtHiV 31 4H4 tt, 199 5 *rfH^WT tT. 

1951 GI /95 


9-10-94-dtTipftTT 5RT ^ JJ?T % 3; 4, 5 ^Ttr- 
^«fl«RfV jNrrfofi^s (fa% grc ^t^gtfur 
wr^n) % tTFntr 4 ^ Tizgrrtft w«r Jr strt sntfiro 
faroff qi> qfepgfw fwr «tt i 

ftw fqfa 

3- snftmft Jr w tnft wrfwf 4it w Jtw «tt 
fww gnr gi^r Jr wRth «tt i gg% wjrtEr fwrr 
w «it far ^ snrfwr farorl qr wpr-*rw ftw 
srh: jfifepp wr % rf gw for ^tt 
rrrwt q?r wig firthr w q^r^nw |rj ?;~w ww wg 
jrr srr^w w 1 trefor fwfwr t?r % gf firoft 
fcw ^grotr qrr T^qr iftfep fV-qufr «ft q^fy «fy 
f^rtr% tro srrfw? Opwff ^ ^ sr% sfw qfy 
'ft 1 gtrJr sp^rta fwT wr qr f% fwlqqif tftt: 
spq qrrfeff ^ qr^T ^nri; <% t STtfw fq^qf 
w qrfaqn^y qit spr% fqqrr fqwnr qqr strnpgf tft 
WW ^ 5ppft-5rq^ft TO ®qw W? | 

4 . qrfw mfwrfV q?r rroTwi fqroif qrr q%- 
^ 1 IVi qprr qTfwnwrWr fewr urw qtr 1 1 


( 1 ) 
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snOTr ffefef ft hot % nnnOT % hott FEr 
OTinft wot % fefr Ft h fwrc 

H^ferf | 

5. fOTOT, HTOTFt OTT Flfa+OTWt Ft 
ftOT 23 Hf, 1995 Ft Ft Ft OT^fetf H/THTf it 
*ft srrtfeff feOT ft HFit-OT fwp ot OTt 
ft ottr fen ott «n i FEt wife h«kiw % 
fesft few ^tot Ft ^ ijfe fecfe- «ft nFt 
nf Fr fswff OTt ng ferry fen wmt ft t 
hot othEr gferrf it hot fe F ffe otTot 
ftqfaFf Ft ^jfer fr Sf i feg, ferfe 23 fe, 
1995 Ft g£ hOTEr feOT ir mfepiOT, OTr 
HirtF FVt f OT f nfaa htotFt % nfifOT hfEot 

1. hot wt FfOT-y fir., TTrmr 

2 . Ftrr Fife fa ., feOTnrrc 

3. Fife JtZf troy tfiTHfa fir., wf 

4. fir HnOTyfOTn froth nra sffen fa. 

w a 

5. otTtfh hot FfOTn nr.fa. , yFfe 

6. afer tfafer, vflrf 

7. Hrfa ^hot (iffen) fa., faif 

8. feFf HHrfHHH fa., OT-WHI 

6. FrfaHOTT ott nrOTFr srrr HEfaferr gwii 
if fatr Tfrr ntfep feTtH faffer if ft# OT HR 

t hot qrfenf Ft hfotj ottf fe h i rt ferrsff 
ft htfthFt ott fEhotOT qft wtr h ferferr 
HTOT Ft I 

HfOTTfeff F fOTTT 

7. hototFi/ffYottht t sntfvr^ EnOT y*rr 
ferfa 23 h£,- 1995 Ft g$ htottErt feOT % 
fthtotf hht h Ffa ft§h Tjgf, fan ft fenr 
3M-1995 Ft Hffe[faF hrEr: fHwrf ft fenr 
fan hft nr, % wm hot ff % fOTfaffe 

HTTP- 

(fe HrfawOTFl F w HtHR OT HPTOT fen 

«n OTfet Hg *rfa hFEt ^ 7 ^ 71 % qW ^ t; 

(*y) n«r % f^ ^rnr^nTtn ferf^ 
vrrnr nf^r ^ hot ’tffer tx t%j 

ot Hnnr % f% ^fen nfr ^ t; 

(h) hrtw ott otht 'pnt % fnr : hi , tr 

h F^ntfecT frOT^lT h#ot ferEr tot 

^RT HTt f?OT H fen 51TTT; 


(h) HTOTT f^rnr HOT +’ !nfOT T 

ffe HOT HTt HOT tT OTOTHT 

(H.) H?OT % OTT^H OTT T OTOT W 

fsrOT OTTT snrfer fOTTf i\ n^Y HOTT OT £', 

(n) fOTOT % htot ir %i nfe n*r% qfernft 
OTR 5T^H‘’lfOT (^fertY) % ferfn H gt ^ % 
Tfef *i ot; 

(ej) nftnr nfefn % otr >r €tnH , fTr % 
fnniR tott % OT jFTTf^tTT % ot nin nmrn 
Trwrnft nr-qT hott hrh n ^IpHYY Y; 

% fncr ott ; 

fn) hFf OT ot ot% qfemfr 

otr fefeY w ot fqfwErr w fenn^ <ft t, 

Rife 1 ;, otr'eTt T 7 PT- nOTT ferfeY % fn^ ^ 
wa ir nrwnfr ott OT % 3 , TT ): rfr otot hth 
WW Hgt % OTTE n cfPTTOTr sfeOTT vffm 
w H ott w: nk otw ng nfernr 

ert k Y OTfei xr Yrk krr Yr ferfn HmfPr 
Y'nnrfr otott n fefir rrfnnrnl ^ Etht ?a 
oth mfr ttzep'wt njq: nkr n HfrrfOT ott % 
OTH HOTN OTOT fHkft HTHR Wt Tg f I 

(n) Rife-T .hoti OTfnn hrI t hYt kr grfn 
n’ROT nfep fer nm q?r w? n gT ^ | ot 
OTtOT % Tmw •rrrt fkYr Ft n 1 Pi •r* 1 hthtY FI 
nrHTTfTHr F ffe fTOTR hFI nT nwrr 

wtFp nifnTTTH.Ff n^ ng-OTR FqFr % 1 

in) Fk OTrrfr % fsrferrn % fnp frrnrOT 

gT qRHT -H W gRTT g HR IpRr mTHOTT H 

qOT ott Fr ottt ir krrHFrc; it wr 55-75° 
gTHT 1, T-nfer. OTRTtfr 5Jg^ OTH H FferFl 
hot w otw itot imr g 1 

irrffeTR'Fr F fenr 

S. FrfgFTFnY H HRf'H^ fOTnf H Hg% gr 
rri^?r nFr % nm^T, fOTtfefer »OTj fer— 

(f) OTtn WR OT ir Hg rtfr fen fe 
fFh feOTk ft ftttt fen hott rtj Ft 
k feft fFFr F hthr w feFt Fn ir nnFr Ftf 
fek Ft 1 1 

(fe fefelTT ft Ftotitf 55 °'^ T-n w ir 

FOTR 50 ''(, FFT OTT W fe OTT H OTTfFF €t- 

fhFttt Ft fft HOT hot Fr Ftot f ferOT m 
nt g fer OTOT. FOTTisfr nr-FT Fr Effer htOT 

rRT FIT fen HTF I 



tn ts 44 ti q 4 q: qiflqfRr 


[■*TT*r I—*pw iJ 

(it) qpr qqnqq if fqqfa <jfff ^ 

^Yrnrafpr jft fqqrq qrqq qq 1994-95 if kk qf 
«R 4 R 15 . 2 S qqfkf TT?R srf?r f'P.WT. 4 ? *k 
kra% 'ftrr i t mm Mvm qf *nf 1993-94 if 
iso tr^pff |nr qr qnffr qfqq mm wi 1994-95 
if 3 2 7 TTTT ffr Trqr I 

(q) <T4 qqqTCf q«RR4 4 ?T RF TR-qnrR 
mmvmm ?kr % qrq %m, qqf ?Rr qR4 qr RR 

% afrlf ^T f iJ 4'JT % qq if 4414 ffRr Tf Tf 4qffp '4144 

<p qifqqr fqqrq vft rr rt | jfr qfq qr £ 1 

(■?.) qTqTqqf q ffqqf qqf Stfafk % 
qqqR, = 5 fk jI'Ttrt qqn'jq fr qrqrfqq knqqtq 

9 9% tfrTT % I 

(q) qq qf: f* ^ftq ir qqqq if iq qrqq if 
Jim qqf qr mj k fq t ffr^rFT whir if €Vrrrr--ft 
% VfRfftq fafqqfaTOf *T qfqqrm qqRT R 4 if % 
fqrr qTRRJtfT RRF vfqqpTr RUFf % q 44 ^Ttff % 
wife qrq m fqqrq vm m qqqr % i 

-rt% far-far, faq q faqfqq iqfan; qqfa q|t rr 
qfr qq'rfq q^q q?r t % tfriq mm qf £1 

( 15 ) rfarf TT^tmT 3frr qt*r q£r rsr q£T s 

qqffq qRqfafr n qrq ir ^fr-r. qrqrq m 
sFqkc^fq qrrfqfr qk rr qfqq % ir wi qfa 
fafqqrqrqT q qfkrjT qfr jfr qqqr 1 

inftmfr jri rrq 

9. srrfOTTfr % srfaqifkff w qiq qqnqqf 
jRf qtT jj^t qft qrq nff | srk q^ iwr | 
fq:— 

(q) nrcTRRp qqq ^q qkk % if qfrt 
vfr htct srtjer q?f qrr ?r% fq? qTfq^r^m «ff n;^ 
sHNM'h' T^r qr, qqfqr RT% f^ ^ mm WWK 
ferr w «tt 1 ^rft qfr, qrfqqrr^qf q €rtrq 4 % qrr 
w'\i. qf qrqpr qRq qqrfr qrai it ¥ f r it ^r 
qR fqqT I I ^PTRtR, 74^44 4 RRfsff fqq 9 T 4 'Tt % 
it^tr, qrfqqrnrrqf m q>R Tqf't m n ^tr q#r 
f^f f%qT m H4RT I I 

(®r) tfWRRgp Sfcfi (^{RT qqfenr) q-rsjfqqq, 

1982 (arcr 9 -v (1) % mm\) % 

qqTJI T, qRTRT if ?rq qr^ff % qRTqr w, 
sqqRTT | f47 q^f f^RTRRR if?T if f*Rft % qR if 
iRR % fipT qrqftRT qRTFq sqTTR % qlR=T ^R- 
qtRTR afrqq =pt qfr 4 ?t rt TpRfr ft, w g^ffq 
qriqq ^q- q-TR %»ff: (r) nTqRqqqT f'PRr 
q?T q'r fr fqqfq qff g-Rffq T"rqq mm 


(r) RRiq % if q?g qRftq-Rrrrq m< fq^r 
qqr w?q Rrqq % fq? ^ % ffrcr qqtfqq 

qfq i m zmr, f^rqf qfqt q?r % f?rq qrwfqq 
qfaqrqq fqqfq qfrqq rt qrqmr q?q % rt if 
fqEtfrq m ifr f^rqr rr qfq qqqr qrqpqqqr 
aqrTR ^tqr ^t i qfq % qkrq qqf-q mm ffq qnrfifr 
m qrq^q fqrqf vfr qrqrqq: % qrqRq ®qiqrR if qrqt 
4 -t %ffr(T fqqfq qffqq qrr qrw qff fqqr 

q i <fqf Tfrfiqfq ir qwpq qrr mmm ^eqrqq 
RITT q't 7 qqffrq RqqiST irPT^ra 41! 4r4Tf r 'T s^fqr 
qrTsrr i 

(q) qfpffT qTfqqqrpvf % fqq fqqfqqr % mqpq 

qfr etr if pgr mm | w, RRqif gqqr ^Rq 
qft fp>if qr?r fqqfq *f?t fqqfq-qftfrq if qfr qrqf | 
r'f'T'l, cftqT^fff if fTPTFq JT;R % fqdtpq fg cftfff 
qq # qf^TT fqqfq "fim qqq q?'f 11 

( 4 ) qfq qqqlft quRRq if fR-qRR q«f- 
aqq-sTT ff^ % FPI ^4^44 fqqqrq?ft % Pfr 

qfrfqfq qvr % qrFFq qRr qr fqqR qrqr 11 q'fq 
ip ffTTT VTRq Sffflrfqfq qq % R4 if q*fjfr qrrqf t 
4-ffq m qf?rf irm qff m\'m qqnt/fqm tT^ 
r R: % f i 

(s.) qrqmf ^ri % fqqfqq qrr qrnTq fqqfir 
31 - 1-1995 4 if qfq^q-TT 47 %T 1 13 (lO) if 
fspqT qqT qr qk qff ^q qfqgqqT ip 13 ir 
sir qrft fqpTR if qqrqr qqr 1 1 

(q) qqgqq fawqqf % qqqR, arfqq’rfr % 
q? qrqq % fqq gft qqr qrfpf qqf f 7 ; qrqrq % 
qvrrq qqfq qfq if ftR qcr qrqrq % qrqrr afq Rf 
9 -qrq if Tjgr fq qfq qmq 5 pt ffrqqf wfq ff qqf 
ffi fqqNr 31-1-1995 qff qf^qqr % kr % 14 ) 
if qrrrqi qqr t 1 

(k) q.r 7 ‘ r TT fqqr wr fq frtkff qrR 44 
i>q qq- qr^q qRRj'nff 74RF tt ^r?R-qT 4 ffr fqqqr- 
qffr % qqqR qpRft % »4 i 4 r€f qT qkrqT 
qfqr 1 

(41) qq qi 7 i 4 fR qtq % fqqfqqf i - €f 44 T 4 f 
% q4% qiqR ff4q if ^TT4T 4R4 % ^RT if ^R- 
gw?: RfR q?ff f?4T qr q qqqrf if qqffqq q^f 

|tT, qqqfqq qff t qfffq q IRqqr ' 4 R 4 4 T fqqk 

•qf qq 4 R qqR q I 

(34) ^qrfRtok 31-1-1995 4 fr qfaf^r^'fqr-s 

if qqrqr qqr % m qrq-qq g qfq qr qk qfm 
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R wm tRttt ttoi %R % ftrcj Rkri qr?i- 
Osft *[5% R rfrrrr frRfw %R 777 tt fiarm? 
crt ttji taio 70 anrR ix , tR m htt 777 
711 WffST % I lk aft ITTfll RT 7 (%) if IcTTO 
7^ f, 71 R fallT an fill 771 I I 

(?) 'TRR'nft ajj?«p- nor an R;w fRff fakaar 

3 RT M-'JR apjfll 10 r% 7707 am[ f 3 fk 17 
7T1 R E7I1 if TJg-cT §tt f% Rl R sfcrwflT sfrr 
TTRRra- Ra iff |, 7g hi iRf7i rRt | far ?7?l 
wrfRPR- T 3 RTRt R iru Sr Re RR i R^fRT ifr% 
77F1 RRT Sr 7f?%, RtTfT^q R limir Sr ifa 

R gt 7%eff t Rfffr 33 tutth ifir R Rif R 

R07R7 % twit Rw 753 ^ ’HRItt R 
wifim R | tftx Ri worM ttttw R 
RqiaR; %r quin Ri iff 1 1 

10 . filial 31-M99S R Retort % 

7, 8 ITT 9 if fRgl RRRfiTR Rlfi Sr R£ left 71 
tR gw ^ I 

71707 TJRT 

2 . wfirunt Sr Ri % ikri wR if tottR 
m 7 R- 7 R fain 77757 anri Rj faiRR R 
tRITR TUT Rtf 771 77% % RR 77 M 

7777 UTR faW 71 I fR§, Rat R fl7?T% if 7 

R wTRft rr R afk i R TTfannf jrn fiif% 

31-10-1994 171 23-5-1995 R R if R 717- 

Ria: rttRt Sf wri fam 3777 ani % 7777 

77 7T7 “37777 I MR, MiaoR 7 777W fllTTlR 

% iwr 14 % iga 77 fiRr Rtt fa? 7777 Sr 

€RRR %f mm arm % Ret Sr Tikni mw 

WHIR % ’70717 77 70707 R7 flRMl f%71 

arot Rrr far filial 31-1-1995 R RRjfir 77M7 
Muff % far- 10 Sf 3 iifra 77 fam ttt f 1 

12 . 77707 R7 % 77177 % fl7 RT 7 R 0 R 
77777 7777 R 7777 Mrffw R if $.—%R 707 

% fR f?cqfR 77 Sr St 7q‘R7 7170771 777 tot- 

q ,J s W 17 T 7 R f— ( 1 ) 7 T 77 T 37 TT ^Z 7 V 7 H I' 

% 7 Rr f 7 frc? fTfafej-T^nT? 717737, (2) 7 rNa i- 
717 ? 7 7 I 77 W, (3) 7 lfRlTaid % tt-Rtti t«t 
77 R TTT^, 7k ( 4 ) 77% 7Rfft STTT 77717 
71 E 7 T 7737 I WR 717 T R 7 T 77 77 %TT 7 WlR 
777 TiR 717 7 % WaRRl-TT R 5717 Sf 

V9 1 771 ^ I arR 701 ^ Rl TTTcfr 17 fktiT< IJ i 

qifRmiR 7q--fr % mm wakf R wot Sr w?r 

R afk 77 of J717 ST711 71 77fl7 71% fuql 
77T | I R! %7 717117 % 313 IflOTl 7171 W|1 

R | R 77 ior% 7 wn Sr ircriR ^ 77117 ; 
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Rti srferw RR 1 1 wfRr 7 Sr 7T777 
R7 farm % TTtii % frer %7ri Sf ?R fin 
771 1 1 

f? 7 Ti Rti 

13. irfRriir % mi f%ir | f% Ri tutR 
77 H 37 Sr fiTifii Rttio R fiifi Rti 77 
1994-95 Sr 7 k 7 ?ao: 15.28 77RR im ifi 
f%7T. rg 7 f 1 R|, irfionit % ifi ail 77 
Tran 77 Ranr iff fain nr f f% iha 7 if;i 
R fiifi Rti R? 717 wtR it fun anw 
Rii t 1 

14. 771 wai? 7 ?gi TTi'>J aiiri 707r wfj- 
7 ifr % 7 -jfta' air faoft R faRm 1 110 iff kir 
sfk kif R Tuna; % 7 ii Tifi % fiTTi akri 
77R wrfRi fi<iai<f wSr % ira Rr w% artait 
7751 iff fairt 1 Tifi'T, irftraini % fiifi Rti % 
fiikr Sr iff aafi TTir# R fcirai 31-1-1995 
%t ifi^fii TifilT fisaoff % f or 12 Sr ifRfai 

i 1 

giir 

15. Tifoui fnaiq’t Sf 7 'iiro 70 tttoi 737 
Rfo fiafi Rti R giir |g Tint if nfi a"r 
jfe R wR | 1 

srfiir ficai'l 

16. wfarairit % 7R7 in wttR qrfkif 

% fgi qr firn %R gr ark furai 31-1-1995 
R ifa^fR qiafTai fkakf Sf Ri iw 17% am- 
TTciai 777 % ik if R Mm jpri% tRit iif |, 

5711 Sr iRr gr; ig ?7 MaR ix qg% f% (1) 
Ri tutR 7710*7 % firfiR % tki if <ffu 7 R 7 

R flR 77% 7T707 ^77 % %7 ^?7 77 %t, (2) 
TRior 7 R 7 R TTTifaai Ri gf, R< ( 3 ) m 
faio 73 win Sr wicfti 7R7 air ttuMf erfi 

5 ft > 

17. TTfankt firfi akw, tttot affn in 
ifki irfu R qfk am | iir f% srkfiai froRI 
% an 28(7) Sf MrffR fain 771 | afk 7% 
fipiT^TTi: iRkr am |— 

776R am 7. ifi fRn. 
ifi fRn. 

71707^57 25.03 788.42 

fllflRTl 15.56 490.09 

Rt 7 Tffll 9.47 298.33 

ifirfcfqr % ifin % ¥7 Sf 
Tfkl-Trfll 39 . 5 % 
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is. jnfsRrifr % >$f to <r famr fen fa? «ptt 
Tfafa ft^tf % "Ttjt erfer ft fftft f??F % 
fm, <TFfar ^tt i fftff % fair, %rfa? mf»t«p 
f^WT it FFTFT FFT t, <fF % FTFTF FTTF It 
'fiff tr^RT ^r ftff ^Iff # §fft tfhpTFttr ft 
FF tfarF fFFT FlFF F A Ff aft 3fft ?WT FTR 
^fa? ff ?.%, mfaFRt f? jfe ftft | fa? 

tflFTF/rF £ffat? % TTSFTF-29 % FFFfF FT% FFT 
HfarF^fa f srrFtF Ft sftfa? =?flF srFFfat F*Rm 
rjF FT FT, 2 37/- F. (5ft F't FtflF ttq FRT) qfa 
farfft. 3R F FT2Ftt«ft FyF vTFTFT FTF I 

is. arfFFrn qqim Ft %iair dfar 

FTTHF ('ffatTVft) TJ;T # cTnpV«rffr % TFT farr mT 
FTFRt % FRF FRF FFTTSF «f? Ft^ FFTF Ft ff 
FTtFfW «Tfer % FWF if faFfa? 31-1-1995 *?> Ffa- 
’jfarr srrtpfnF faFTfaf *rfV qfe ftft 11 

TT. Ffj.Ft. FlfFF FrfWTft OF 

*TR FfFF 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

NOTIFICATION 

Now Delhi, the 24th July, 1995 

Subject —Anti-dumping investigation concerning 

imports of 3, 4, 5 Trimcthoxy Benzal- 
dchyde originating from the People’s Re¬ 
public of China—Final findings. 

No. 9|10|94-TPD.—Having regard to the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975, as amended in 1982 and the Customs 
Tariff Rules, (Identification, Assessment and Collection, 
of Duty or Additional duty on dumped articles and 
for determination of injury) 1985, thereof. 

PROVISIONAL MEASURES 

2. The Designated Authority as defined under the 
Rules (hereinafter referred to as Authority) notified 
preliminary findings in the anti-dumping investigation 
concerning imports of 3, 4, 5 Trimethoxy Benzal- 
dchyde (hereinafter referred to as TMBA) originating 
from China vide notification No. 9J10194-TMBA dated 
the 31st January, 1995. 

PROCEDURE 

3. The Authority addressed a letter to all the com¬ 
panies subject to investigation requesting them to 
furnish their views on the preliminary findings and 
to apply to be heard orally and willingness for on site 
verification of data furnished. A note verbal was also 
sent to the Embassy of the concerned exporting country 
in New Delhi forwarding a copy of the preliminary 
findings with the request that the exporters and the 
other interested parties may be advised to furnish views 
on the pre limin ary findings to the Authority and willing¬ 
ness for verification of data. 


4. The Designated Authority has received views on 
the preliminary findings from the respondents as well 
as petitioners. Except the importers in India, no ex¬ 
porter from the People’s Republic of India has fur¬ 
nished views on the preliminary findings. 

5. An opportunity was also given to exporters, im¬ 
porters and petitioner to express their views on the 
preliminary findings in a public hearing held on 23rd 
May, 1995. A note verbal was also sent to Delhi office 
of the Embassy of ;he People's Republic of China re¬ 
questing them to intimate the exporters concerned to 
participate in the public hearing. The public hearing 
held on 23rd May, 1995 was, however, attended by 
the representatives of the petitioner domestic industry 
and the following importers ; 

1. MJS. Shabha Chemicals Ltd., Ratlam 

2. Zorn Pharma Ltd., Ahcmdabad 

3. Bombay Drugs and Pharmas Ltd., Bombay 

4. The Pharmaceuticals Products of India Ltd. 

5. Cosmic Drugs & Chemicals Pvt. Ltd., 
Baroda 

6. German Remedies, Bombay 

7. Burroughs Wellcome (India) Ltd., Bombay 

8. Apurva Organics Ltd., Calcutta. 

6. Oral submissions made in the public hearing by 
the petitioner and importers were obtained m writing 
and were made available to other parties. Comments on 
these submissions were received from the importers 
and petitioner, 

RESPONDENTS’ VIEWS 

7. Importers)users in their written submission in 
response to preliminary findings and consequent to 
the public hearing held on 23rd May 1995 raised mainly 
the following points in addition to the poiiUs which 
were submitted earlier and dealt in the preliminary 
findings notified on 31-1-95. 

(a) The petitioner had imported the product and, 
therefore, does not qualify the Domestic 
Industry status; 

(b) The fact that China is exporting TMBA at 
same price to many countries including India 
shows that there is no dumping. 

(c) For calculating normal value, current export 

price of TMBA from Japan or international 
price may be considered, 

(d) India need not be considered as surogato 
country for working out normal value; 

(e) Detailed basis for arriving at the normal 

value of the product has not been recorded 
in the preliminary findings; 

(f) Increase in imports of the TMBA is to bo 
viewed with reference to increase in export 
of resultant product Trimethoprim (TMP). 

(g) Imposing Anti Dumping Duty on import of 
TMBA for export production of TMP on 
Advance Licence basis would be detrimental 
to exports of TMP from India. 
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(h) Since China is a manufacturer and exporter 
of TMBA and resultant product TMP, im¬ 
position of anti dumping duty would be 
beneficial to the exporters in the seuse that 
Chinese TMP producers would get TMBA 
more freely from their own market and vvo'ud, 
result in export of TMP to third countries 
without any competition from Indian pro- 
dures of TMP, who are losing overseas 
market due to additional cost by way of 
tional cost by way of anti dumping duty. 

(i) The petitioner is inefficient and loss to them 

is mainly due to high financing cost and that 
the profitability of the petitioner cannot be 
attributed to production or sale of TMBA 
as the petitioner is a multi-product company. 

(j) Since TMBA is only the major raw-material 
and constitutes between 65—75 per cent of 
raw material cost in manufacture of TMP, 
imposition of anti dumping duty has direct 
relevance to the cost of TMP. 

PETITIONER’S VIEW 

8. The petitioners made following submissions in 
addition to thg issues already submitted [dealt in the 
preliminary findings : 

(a) They categorically denied having imported 
TMBA or purchased the same on high sea 
scale basis from- any country. 

(b) Due to fall in custom duty on TMBA from 
65 per cent ad valorem to 50 per cent ad 
valorem, the landed price of imported TMBA 
has declined and, therefore, anti dumping 
duty should be increased upto the dumping 
margin. 

(c) Export price of TMBA the People’s Republic 
of China has further declined in 1994-95 
to US $ 15.28 per kg. resulting in substanital 
increase of imports from 156 MT in 1993-94 
to 327 MT in 1994-95. 

(d) People’s Republic of China being a non 
market economy, India had been used by 
other countries as a surrogate country for 
China being at the same level of economic 
development. 

(e) TMBA imported from People’s Republic of 
China have purity of 99 percent invoices 
an^till of entry of some of the importers. _ 

(f) The argument that Chinese are ont putting 
in an appearance for the reason that they 
want the anti dumping duty to be imposed 
to remove competition from he Indian manu¬ 
facturers of TMP in the export market is 
far fetched as Chinese could stop the export 
of TMBA. On the contrary, non appearance 
of Chinese exporters is due to the fact that 
there is dumping by them, 

(g) There can be no monopoly satus enjoyed 
by the applicant in as much as the imposi¬ 
tion of anti dumping duty will not remove 


the competition from intemaional supliers 
like China, Japan as also Jfofci other domes¬ 
tic manufacturers in India itself. 

EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

9. The Authority has examined the points made by 
the respondents and the domestic producers and found 
that : 

(a) The importers could not provide any evi¬ 
dence in suupport of their allegation that the 
petitioner was also an importer in spite of 
providing them adequate opportunity. On 
the other hand, the petitioner has cate¬ 
gorically denied such allegations of having 
imported any TMBA. Accordingly, the 
petitioner cannot be denied of the domestic 
industry status as per Anti Dumping Rules 
supra. 

(b) Normal Value as per the Customs Tariff 
(Second Amendment) Act 1982 [Explana¬ 
tion under the provision to Section 9A(1) ] 
inter alia provides that where comparative 
price in the ordinary course of trade of arti¬ 
cle when meant for consumption in expor¬ 
ting country cannot be ascertained, such 
cpmparable price shall be (A) the highest 
comparable price to any third country in 
the ordinary course or (B) the cost of pro¬ 
duction of the article in the country of 
origin alongwith reasonable addition for 
selling and any other cost, and for profits. 
Thus, the recourse of considering the highest 
export pr/ce to third country as normal 
value may be considered if it in the ordinary 
course of trade. During the course of investi¬ 
gation, in spite of adequate opportunity pro¬ 
vided, none of importers have provided 
evidence of highest export price to third 
country in the ordinary course of trade. 
Under the circumstances, the normal value 
has to be based on the criteria of cost of 
production and the best available inhuma¬ 
tion. 

(c) For establishing dumping, the normal value 
of exporter is to be considered and compared 
with the exoprt price of the exports to Incjia, 
and therefore, the current export price of 
third country is not relevant for determining 
normal value in the PRC. 

(d) The People’s Republic of China being non 
maket economy, the normal value as per 
rules supra is to be considered for a sur¬ 
rogate country. Ijdia is considered as sur¬ 
rogate country to China being at the same 
level of economic conditions[dcvelopmcnt. 

(e) Basis for arriving at the normal value were 
explained in para G(10) of the notification 
dated 31-1-1995 and further elaborated in 
para 13 of this Notification 

(f) As per rules supra, the Authority took into 
consideration the impact of imports on ab¬ 
solute and relative terms i.e. market share 
of imports from China to know the injury 
to the domestic industry as brought at para 
K(14) of Notification dated 31-1-95. 
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(>) It has been clarified that final Anti Dumping 
Duty paid on DEE C material is liable to be 
refunded as drawback, in accordance with 
drawback rules. 

(h) The allegation that Chinese exporters have 
purposely not responded or attended the 
hearings to gain their market share of TMP 
is not tenable as they could otherwise stop 
export to India. 

fi) As brought out in para 5 of Notification 
dated 31-1-95, an investigation team carried 
out an investigation and while working out 
the extent of anti dumping duty required to 
eliminate the injurious impact of dumping, 
the factors brought ouj; by the petitioner as 
far as it relates to investigation period and 
indicated at para 7fh") above have been 
considered. 

I'D The purpose of anti dumping duty is to re¬ 
move unfair practices by an exporter and 
keeping; in view that China is not the onlv 
source of TMBA the argument that this will 
increase the cost of final product substan¬ 
tially is not tenable. The removal of unfair 
practice may rather increase the availability 
of TMBA the other producers who are pre¬ 
ferring to import on the price consideration 
to produce TMBA and that PR of China is 
not the only source for TMBA. 

10. There is no change in the factual position indi¬ 
cated in paragraphs 7, 8 & 9 of Notification dated 
31-1-95. 

NORMAL VALUE 

11. The Authority provided during the course of 
Investigation, ample opportunity to exporters directly 
through correspondence and through Embassy to 
provide the required information and represent their 
views. However, none of the exporters furnished the 
Information nor availed the opportunity to express 
their views in the two public hearings called by tlie 
Authority on 31-10-94 and 23-5-95. The Authority, 
therefore, under provisions 14 of the Rules supra, 
decided to determine the normal value on the same 
basis of best available information in India about the 
cost of production of TMBA as adopted in para 10 
of the provisional findings notified on 31-1-95. 

12. Cost of poduction of TMBA for the purpose of 
normal value has been arrived at as follows : For 
raw material, the best of the quantitative consumntion 
norms out of (i) input-output norms specified by the 
Government under 'Duty Exemption Scheme, (ii) 
norms of the petitioner (iii) Actuals of the petitioner 
and (iv) norms as per their collaborator has been 
used. The international rate for raw materil have 
been considered while working out raw material cost. 
The costs other thao raw material have been arrived at 
by taking into account the cost data of the petitioner 
company and adjusting the same for maximum capacity. 
One of the importer, who is also producer of TMBA 
in India from pacacresal route, has submitted their 
cost of production which being higher has not been 


considered for the purpose of normal value determi¬ 
nation. 

EXPORT PRICE 

13. The petitioner claimed that export price of 
TMBA from the Peoples Republic of China has fur¬ 
ther decreased in 1994-95 to US $ 15.28 per kg. 
However, the claim of petitioner is not accepted on 
the grounds that export price and other factors during 
the investigation period arc to be considered. 

14. None of the exporters responded to the Autho¬ 
rity’s request to make available the relevant data and 
no importer submitted further data after provisional 
findings on export price during investigation period. 
The Authority, therefore, adopted the same methodo¬ 
logy in arriving at the export price as indicated in para 
12 of the provisional findings notified on 31-1-1995. 

COMPARISON 

15. The methodology adopted for comparison of 
Normal Value and export price as adopted in the 
provisional findings are confirmed. 

FINAL FINDINGS 

Id. The Authority after cQnsiderjng the interest of 
Domestic industry and all other parties and taking 
into account the various factors relating to injury and 
its causal link as indicated in the preliminary findmgs 
notified on 31-1-1995 has come to the conclusion 
that (i) exporters from People's Republic of China 
have sold TMBA in India below normal value (ii) 
The Indian industry has suffered material injury and 
(iii) that the dumped imports caused the material n> 
jury suffered by Indian industry. 

17. The Authority confirms the value of the ex¬ 
port price, normal value and margin of dumping 
determined in para 28(c) the preliminary findings and 
reproduces the same as follows 

USD per kg. Rs. per 
Normal Value 25.03 788.42 

Export Price 15.56 490.09 

Margin of Dumping 9.47 298.33 

Margin on dumping as 

percentage of cif 39.5 per cent 

18. The Authority considered whether duty lower 
than dumping margin would be enough to remove 
the injury. For this purpose, as brought out inprelimi¬ 
nary findings, the average landed price of Chinese 
import was compared with the reasonable selling price 
of TMBA and this difference being lower, Auhtority 
confirms that Anti Dumping Duty of Rs. 237[- (Rs. 
two hundred and thirty seven only) per kg. be Imposed 
on imports of TMBA originating from People's Re¬ 
public of China falling under Chapter 29 of the Cus¬ 
toms Tariff. 

19. The Authority confirms subject to above the 
preliminary findings notified on 31-1-95 in the case 
of material injury caused by dumped imports of TMBA 
origiating from People Republic of China (PRC) to 
the domestic industry in Republic of India. 

DR, Y. V, REDDY, Designated Authority 

Addl. Secy. 
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